SOCIETY                                         809

evidence and of the ability to interpret evidence? In other
words, it comes from without: to most men it comes from with-
out, from the teaching of the theologian, the teaching of the
natural scientist. It is perfectly true that consent plays an
important part especially in moral and political action. An
action only becomes moral, a piece of utilitarian legislation only
works, when the agent or subject agrees to it; if he performs it
through moral or physical force it ceases to be either moral or
useful. But it does not follow that consent makes a bad action
good because without it an action right in itself becomes bad.
Rousseau and Hegel are unable to discover a standard, a truth
that transcends pragmatism. The life of society is a question of
trial and error, and the standard of success is the greatest
amount of agreement to accept the results of the experiment.
Freedom after its long and obscure journey into the Absolute
will be found to have come round in a full circle, and at the
end, as at the beginning, it remains undetermined will ever
pushing forward into empty space.

For all Hegel's insight, his attempt to justify the universe
from within was bound at once to broaden some of its aspects
and to narrow others. Since he was rationalizing he had to
make the universe as he sawit rational; the real, the contingent,
the partial were rational; since he was in contact with the real
world alone, his highest ideals had to be brought down to earth:
the rational was real. Thus he at once idealized much that
was evil, temporary, changing, and materialized what was
supremely holy and good. In his account of society, the diffi-
culties and disharmonies, the factors due to historical accident,
were all forgotten in the idealized scheme of freedom attaining
its natural end, the Good; while the Good itself, the ideal, the
standard in the end turns out to be the temporal and accidental
territorial State. Why should the Universe be rationally justi-
fiable in all its aspects? Why should the State, accidental and
external to man, even though because of its special function
necessary and universal within its territorial limits, be the end
and not the means to the good life of individuals? Only
because Hegel can reach no higher constituted and ordered